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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-18 are pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement . 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 09/29/2004 was filed. 
The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. However, the 
document of Pearse in the IDS was not considered by the examiner because applicant 
only supplied to the office a copy of a search result and not a copy of the document 
itself. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• "and a may" should be "and may" (line 26 on page 5). 

• "aspects of an the" should be "aspects of the" (line 6 on page 10). 

• "menu layout is comprises" should be "menu layout comprises" (line 17 on page 
10). 

• EPROM, EEPROM, and CD-ROM should be spelled out with the abbreviations in 
parenthesis following (lines 23-24 on page 6). 

• "root not" should be "root node" (line 2 on page 13). 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. , 

Regarding claim 10, the phrase "may" renders the claim indefinite because the 
phrase also suggests that the menu items could be something other than an item or 
folder, thereby rendering the scope of the claim unascertainable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. In lines 18-19 on page 6 of the specification, 
applicant states, "By way of example, and not limitation, computer-readable media may 
comprise computer storage media and communication media ". The computer readable 
medium disclosed in the. claim does not constitute patent eligible subject matter 
because it could be a communication media (e.g. electromagnetic signals, which do not 
fit any of the statutory categories of invention). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-2 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Dees (US 2003/01 37539 A1 ). 

Claim 1 

As per claim 1, Dees teaches a method for dynamically generating a user 
interface menu, the method comprising: storing a menu definition file containing 
data describing one or more menu items to be displayed as the menu (in 

paragraph 35 on page 2-3 and paragraph 37 on page 3, user interface definition 
document and paragraph 47 on page 3, displays a list with the options from which the 
user can choose] the user interface definition file is therefore inherently a menu 
definition file); storing a view definition file separate from the menu definition file, 
the view definition file containing data describing how the menu should appear 
when displayed (in paragraph 35 on page 2-3, style sheet document); and utilizing 
the contents of the menu definition file and the view definition file to dynamically 
generate the menu (in paragraph 51 on pages 3-4 and paragraphs 56-57 on page 4). 
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Claim 2 

As per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Dees further teaches 
wherein the menu' comprises an items component for displaying each of the one 
or more menu items (in paragraph 47 on page 3, displays a list with the options from 
which the user can choose, therefore an Items component is inherent). 

Claim 17 

As per claim 17, Dees teaches a computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable instructions stored thereon (in paragraph 35 on pages 2-3 
and paragraph 52 on page 4), which when executed by a computer (in paragraph 33- 
34 on page 2) will cause the computer to perform the method of Claim 1 (see the 
rejection of claim 1 ). 

Claim 18 

As per claim 18, Dees teaches a computer-controlled apparatus (in 
paragraphs 33-35 on pages 2-3) capable of performing the method of Claim 1 (see 
the rejection of claim 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections.set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and • 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a yvhole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 3-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Dees (US 2003/01 37539 A1 ) In view of Kelts (2002/01 1 2237 A1 ). 

Claim 3 

As per claim 3, Dees teaches the method of Claim 2 (see the rejection of claim 
2), but does not specifically teach a preview component for displaying a preview 
corresponding to a currently selected menu item. However, Kelts teaches the 
above limitation (in figures 1-4, map item information area and content description 
element and in paragraph 94 on page 9). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Dees with 
the preview component of Kelts to provide the user with additional information 
pertaining to a selected menu element. 

Claim 4 

As per claim 4, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated, but Dees does not 
specifically teach a category component for displaying information corresponding 
to a group of menu items. However, Kelts teaches the above limitation (item 1 18 in 
figure 1 and in paragraph 68 on page 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Dees with 
the category component of Kelts to provide the user with an understanding of the 
relationship among groups of menu elements so that the user can better navigate the 
menu. 
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Claim 5 

As per claim 5, the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated, but Dees does not 
specifically teach a graphic that should be displayed for each of said one or more 
menu items in the items component when a menu item is unselected. However,* 
Kelts teaches the above limitation (in figures 1-3 and in paragraph 48 on page 3). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the teaching of Dees with the menu item graphic of Kelts to provide a 
representation on the menu screen that the user can immediately recognize as a 
selectable option and can quickly associate that representation with what the 
representation represents. Note that the user interface/menu definition file of Dees 
would inherently store data identifying the menu item graphics. 

Claim 6 

As per claim 6, the rejection of claim 5 is incorporated, but Dees does not 
specifically teach a graphic that should be displayed in the preview component 
when a menu item is selected. However, Kelts teaches the above limitation (in figures 
1-3 and in paragraph 61 on page 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Dees with the 
preview component graphic of Kelts to provide additional information that the user can 
associate with the selected menu element. Note that the user interface/menu definition 
file of Dees would inherently store data identifying the preview component graphics. 
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Claim 7 

As per claim 7, the rejection of claim 6 is incorporated, but Dees does not 
specifically teach a text label to be displayed for each menu item In the items 
component. However, Kelts teaches the above limitation (in figures 1-3 and in 
paragraph 90 on page 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time, the invention was made to modify the teaching of Dees with the text label of 
Kelts to allow the user to quickly understand what each menu element represents. Note 
that the user interface/menu definition file of Dees would inherently store the text labels. 

Claim 8 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated, but Dees does not 
specifically teach a text description to be displayed for each menu item in the 
preview component. However, Kelts teaches the above limitation (in figures 1-4 and 
in paragraph 94 on page 9). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the. 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Dees with the text 
description of Kelts to provide the user with more detailed information pertaining to a 
selected menu element. Note that the user interface/menu definition file of Dees would 
inherently store the text descriptions. 
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Claim 9 

As per claim 9, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and Dees further teaches 
wherein for each of said one or more menu items the menu definition file stores 
data identifying an action to be performed if a request to execute a selected menu 
item is received (in paragraph 36 and 47 on page 3). 

Claim 10 

As per claim 10, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and wherein said one or 
more menu items may comprise an item or a folder is inherent because a menu item 
is an item. 

Claim 1 1 

As per claim 1 1 , the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated and Dees further 
teaches wherein the view definition file stores data defining a style to be utilized 
when displaying the menu defined within the menu definition file (in paragraph 38 
on page 3, style information for abstract elements, including user interface elements). 

Claim 12 

As per claim 12, the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated and Dees further 
teaches wherein the style comprises data identifying a background image to be 
utilized within the items component (in paragraph 38 on page 3). 
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Claim 13 

As per claim 13, the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated and Dees further 
teaches wherein the style further comprises data defining an on screen position 
for each of the menu items within the items component (in paragraph 38 on page 3, 
X- and Y'Coordinates on the screen and layout). 

Claim 14 

As per claim 14, the rejection of claim 13 is incorporated and Dees further 
teaches receiving an updated menu definition file and an updated view definition 
file and replacing the menu definition file with the updated menu definition file 
and replacing the view definition file with the updated view definition file (in 

paragraph 51 on pages 3-4 and paragraphs 56-57 on page 4). 

Claim 15 

As per claim 15, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and Dees further 
teaches wherein the updated menu definition file and the updated view definition 
file are received via a wireless connection (in paragraph 34 on page 2 and 
paragraph 51 on pages 3-4 in view of figure 1). 
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Claim 16 

As per claim 16, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and Dees further 
teaches wherein the updated menu definition file and the updated view definition 
file are received via a memory device (in paragraph 52 on page 4). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hierarchical menu system providing a definition 
US 5581685 A file for each menu Sakurai; Hiroko 

Wireless communication device with markup 
US 6173316 B1 language based man-machine interface De Boor; Adam et al. 

User interface methodology supporting light 
data entry for microprocessor device having 
US 6310634 81 limited user Input Bodnar; Eric O. et al. 

Wireless communication device with markup 
US 20020078143 Al language based man-machine interface De Boor, Adam et al. 

us 20020099456 A1 User interfaces McLean, Alistair William 

Systems, methods and computer program 
products for building and displaying dynamic 
US 6476828 B1 graphical user interfaces Burkett; Charles Edward et al. 

User interface display navigation and item 
US 200201 96293 A1 selection system - Suppan. Scott John et al. 

User interface system for composing an image 
US 20030007014 Al page layout Suppan, Scott John et al. 

Mark-up language implementation of graphical 
US 20040061 71 3 Al or non-graphical user interfaces Jennings, Terry D. 

Methods and systems for synchronizing skin 
US 6791581 B2 properties Novak; Michael J. et al. 

Method and apparatus for modifying skin and 
US 20040216054 Al theme screens on a communication product Mathews, Ajit et al. 
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Data structure and method facilitating a custom 



US 20040220943 A1 user interface 



Ross, Douglas E. et al. 



Method and data structure for user interface 



US 20050050474 A1 customization 



Bells, Matthew et al. 



Apparatus and method for displaying menus in 



US 200502571 70 A1 a portable terminal 



Kim, Hyun-Soo et al. 



US 7028262 B2 



Method and system for designing a theme and 
associating it with a collaboration space user 
interface 



Estrada; Julio et al. 



US 7073130 82 



Methods and systems for creating skins 



Novak; Michael J. et al. 



US 7093198 81 



Skins for mobile communication devices 



Paatero; Lauri et al. 



1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William Wong whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1399. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 EST with every other 
Friday 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chameli Das can be reached on 571-272-3696. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be.obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




William Vwng 
Patent Examiner 




